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In 1956, he was elected by his fellow judges
as President of the Municipal Judges Associa-
tion for the entire state. And while serving on
the municipal court bench, Judge Plunkett
completed the first recodification since 1875 of
all of the laws governing the municipal and
conciliation courts in the state of Minnesota.
His recodification was enacted by the state
legislature in 1961, exactly as he wrote it.

A decade later, another Minnesota governor
elevated Judge Plunkett to the District Court.
On July 1, 1967, Governor Harold LeVander
made possible what would become a 25-year
career serving the people of Minnesota. Dur-
ing his remarkable tenure, Judge Plunkett per-
sonally set up and organized the Family Court
Division of the Ramsey County District Court;
he spent three years recasting all of the jury
instructions in use in the state’s civil courts; he
worked for five years to rewrite all of the pen-
sion and retirement laws for judges in the
state of Minnesota; he served on the Public
Defender’s Board, which supervises the entire
public defender operation in Ramsey County;
and he was elected by his fellow judges as an
officer of the state-wide Minnesota Judges As-
sociation, serving as its Treasurer.

As an experienced District Court judge,
Jerry Plunkett was appointed in 1977 to sit as
a temporary member of the Minnesota Su-
preme Court, where he heard over 30 cases
and authored seven Supreme Court opinions.
Among the matters before Judge Plunkett was
the historic Reserve Mining Company case,
arising out of claims that the firm’s iron-ore
processing plant at Silver Bay, Minnesota had
disposed of its ore wastes in a way that dis-
charged asbestos particles into the air and
into Lake Superior.

Despite these enormously time-consuming
professional achievements, family has always
been Jerry Plunkett’s first priority. Throughout
his adult life, he has been devoted to—and
guided by—his wife, the former Patricia
Bonner. They have raised eight children, all of
them impressive in their own rights: John, a
forensic pathologist; Patrick, an attorney;
Marnie, a computer engineer; Timothy, an in-
surance executive; Paul, an attorney; Michael,
a radiologist; Ann, a business executive; and
Peggy, a graphic designer. Imbued with their
parents’ sense of community and led by the
example of their parents’ lives, this generation
of Plunketts stands as a living testament to
the values that each of us in Congress is
proud to call American.

Jerry Plunkett’s love of his country, his lead-
ership as a jurist for his state, and his dedica-
tion to his wife and his family have always
been matched by a high level of involvement
in the local community. He served as Chair-
man of the Ramsey County Law Library. He
was Director of the Capital Community Center.
He has been a Trustee of St. Thomas Acad-
emy, and the President of the school’s Alumni
Association. He has given of himself, his time,
and his energies without limit, and all of us
owe him an enormous debt of gratitude for his
service and his outstanding example.

To mark the occasion of Judge Jerry
Plunkett’s 75th birthday, his family and his
friends will gather with him in St. Paul in cele-
bration. What better way to repay his many
kindnesses to our country, if only in part, than
by giving him this tribute? I know that all of my
colleagues join with me in wishing a happy
birthday, and many more to come, to a great
American.

CONCURRING IN SENATE AMEND-
MENTS TO H.R. 2280, VETERANS
BENEFITS IMPROVEMENT ACT
OF 1999, WITH AMENDMENTS
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HON. ROBERT A. UNDERWOOD
OF GUAM

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 9, 1999

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of H.R. 2280—the Vet-
erans Benefits Improvement Act of 1999. I
know many of my colleagues share my senti-
ments when it comes to our veterans; for their
selfless sacrifice in the name of freedom, we
can never thank them enough. The basic prin-
ciple that lies behind the public support our
veterans traces back to the earliest days of
this Republic.

This bill, in part, carries on that legacy of
gratitude. Among some technical fixes in-
cluded within this bill is legislation concerning
the National WWII Memorial, the expansion of
Veterans cemeteries, benefits for homeless
veterans, and mechanisms for improving the
Court of Appeals for Veterans Claims. Finally,
this bill includes a Senate Amendment that will
provide a cost-of-living adjustment in rates of
compensation for veterans with service-con-
nected disabilities.

As we come to the close of the 20th Cen-
tury, we are again reminded of the brutality
that has been unleashed on human kind as a
result of war and armed conflict. Whenever
and wherever there had been a just cause,
the United States was there to support the
side of righteousness. The dedication and
bravery exhibited by our veterans can never
be forgotten. As a citizen from the territory of
Guam, a place that was occupied by foreign
troops some 50-odd years ago, the feat of lib-
eration by the combined efforts of both
Chamorro insurgents from the hills and from
American Marines on the shores will forever
remain legendary in the annals of history. Mr.
Speaker, on this eve of the 81st anniversary
of Veterans day, passage of this bill is all to-
gether fitting and proper. I commend Chair-
man STUMP for his leadership in bringing this
measure to the floor. I would also like to thank
my good friend Mr. EVANS for his tireless ef-
forts to fight for the American veteran and al-
ways keep them within the public conscious-
ness. I urge all my colleagues to support this
important legislation.
f

THE REGULATORY IMPROVEMENT
ACT OF 2000

HON. GEORGE W. GEKAS
OF PENNSYLVANIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, November 10, 1999

Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to
introduce the Regulatory Improvement Act of
2000. This bill would bring a greater degree of
rationality and sounder science to the regu-
latory process.

We are all aware that regulations have a
huge effect on society. They seek to protect
the health and safety of the American people,
and they seek to protect the natural environ-
ment. They deal with transportation, agri-
culture, communication, manufacturing—lit-

erally every walk of American life. They also
directly and indirectly cost consumers billions
and billions of dollars. There is a consensus,
I believe, that the relationship between these
benefits and these costs needs to be better
known. This is the fundamental aim of the bill.

Let me say, first, that our effort rides on the
shoulders of enormous work that has been
done by our colleagues in the Senate, particu-
larly Senator THOMPSON, the Chairman of the
Senate Committee on Governmental Affairs.
He joined Senator LEVIN to introduce a bill that
has the same goals as this one. While there
are differences between the two bills, our ef-
fort follows from and builds on the work of our
colleagues in the other body. I applaud them
for their work.

While significant details differ, the contours
of this bill are quite similar to theirs. This bill
would require federal agencies promulgating
major rules to conduct essential analyses of
the rules they propose. These analyses will
not only cause the agencies to do better think-
ing about the problems they confront, but they
will also allow fuller public discussion of the
regulations that are proposed by executive
branch agencies.

In the past, we have been shocked at the
sight of agencies moving forward precipitously,
and in the face of conflicting scientific informa-
tion, with regulations having massive effects
on economic growth and progress. We were
pleased to see the Court of Appeals for the
D.C. Circuit put the brakes on the Environ-
mental Protection Agency’s massive effort to
stall economic progress in Pennsylvania and
numerous other parts of the country.

That being said, however, I have never
weighed in on the substance of these regula-
tions because their true anticipated benefits
were never known. As Chairman of the House
Judiciary Subcommittee on Commercial and
Administrative Law, I was not satisfied that the
administrative processes were being followed
as these regulations were written. I did not
have confidence that the agency was acting
rationally and in the best interest of the nation.
Nor did many other Members of Congress on
both sides of the aisle.

Once the Regulatory Improvement Act of
2000 is passed, we will be able to have con-
fidence in the decisions made by regulatory
agencies. This bill will cause more information
about the decisions of regulators to come to
light allowing everyone—Congress, the press,
and the public—to understand the benefits of
major regulations. It will also direct agencies
toward addressing common causes of injury
and disease, rather than popular fears about
injury and disease. These are different things,
and the federal bureaucracy needs to use
sound science to solve the real problems that
face Americans, rather than problems that are
merely exaggerated in the public mind. Too
often, interest groups feed distorted statistics
and selective anecdotes to a hungry media in
order to advance some agenda. If the regu-
latory process was better anchored to sci-
entific analysis, the practice of fomenting
hysteria among the public would not work as
well. Americans would not have to live with
trumped up fears.

The bill requires cost-benefit analysis of
major regulations, along with risk assessment
and substitution risk evaluation of major regu-
lations that address health, safety, or environ-
mental risks. In general, a major regulation is
one that has an effect on the economy of
$100 million or more.
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